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2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 9/2/03. 
This action is made final. 

2. Claims 1-35, and 38-41 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 14, 23, and 38 
are independent claims. In the Amendment, filed on 9/2/03, claims 1-3, 7-11, 14-16, 20, 
23-25, 29, and 38-40 are amended 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a national application 
published under section 122(b) only if the international application designating the United States was 
published under Article 21(2)(a) of such treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United States 
for the purposes of this subsection based on the filing of an international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 35 1(a). 

Claims 1-5, 7-13, 15-18, 20- 27, 29-35, and 38-40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Foreman et al. (US 6,469, 711). 

As per independent claim 1 , Foreman et al. teaches a computerized method for 
displaying images comprising: 
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accessing a plurality of presentation images having inconsistent presentation 
attributes; (col 2, lines 14-30, col 8, lines 16-34); 

arranging the presentation images according to at least one characteristic (col 2, 
lines 50- 64); and 

organizing the presentation images in a visual presentation, wherein organizing 

includes modifying the inconsistent presentation attributes of the plurality (col. 

11, lines 60-67, col. 12, lines 1-1-15) of presentation images to have consistent 

presentation attributes (col 2, lines 5-10, col 8, lines 35-46). 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 further comprising: selecting the characteristic from the 
group consisting of distance, perspective, magnification, and angle (col 7, lines 24-26). 
The examiner is inferring to the fact the sequence of shots that are selected is captured in 
the perspective of the recorder. 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 wherein modifying the inconsistent presentation 
attributes of the plurality of presentation images includes modifying the inconsistent 
presentation attributes from the group consisting of a size, a color, and an exposure ((col. 
11, lines 60-67, col. 12, lines 1-1-15). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 further comprising: accessing an address for a location 
(col 6, lines 18-53). It is inherent for the system to access the memory address where the 
video clips are stored. 
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As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 further comprising: accessing location coordinates for a 
location (col 6, lines 18-53). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 further comprising: 

accessing additional information, wherein the additional information is selected 
by a computer user and affect the appearance of the visual presentation (col 1 1 , lines 63- 
67, col 12, lines 1-6). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 wherein accessing the plurality of presentation images 
comprises: 

uploading a plurality of presentation images from a client (col 6, lines 17- 54, col 
8, lines 1-15, lines 35-47). It is inherent for a client to bring in a removable disk. 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 wherein accessing a plurality of presentation images 
comprises: 

loading the plurality of presentation images from a database (col 6, lines 17-54). 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 wherein accessing a plurality of 2 presentation images 
comprises: uploading at least one presentation image from a client (col 6, lines 17-54); 
and loading at least one presentation image from a database (col 12, lines 27-38). It is 
inherent that the effects are a part of the original database. 
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As per claim 1 1, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 wherein accessing a plurality of presentation images 
comprises: loading at least one presentation image from a computer-readable medium 
(col 6, lines 17-54). 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 further comprising: 

sending the visual presentation to a client (col 7, lines 30-35). It is inherent for 
the client to receive his/her product back in a form of a CD-ROM or through a computer 
network. 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 1, Foreman et al. teaches the 
computerized method of claim 1 further comprising: 

saving the visual presentation on a computer-readable medium (col 7, lines 30- 

35). 

As per independent claim 14, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1. (see 
rejection above) 

As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scope as claim 

2. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 16, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scope as claim 

3. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 17, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scope as claim 

4. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 18, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scope as claim 

5. (see rejection above). 
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As per claim 20, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scope as claim 
7. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 21, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scope as claim 

12. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 22, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scope as claim 

13. (see rejection above). 

As per independent claim 23, it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1. (see 
rejection above) 

As per claim 24, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

2. (see rejection above) 

As per claim 25, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

3. (see rejection above) 

As per claim 26, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

4. (see rejection above) 

As per claim 27, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

5. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 29, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

7. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 30, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

8. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 31, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

9. (see rejection above). 
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As per claim 32, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

10. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 33, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

1 1 . (see rejection above). 

As per claim 34, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

12. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 35, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 

13. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 38. it is rejected with same rationale as claim 1 . (see rejection 

above) 

As per claim 39, which is dependent on claim 38, it is of the same scope as claim 

2. (see rejection above). 

As per claim 40, which is dependent on claim 38, it is of the same scope as claim 

3. (see rejection above). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6, 19, 28 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Foreman et al. (US 6,469, 71 1) in view of Danial (US 5,940,806) 

As per claim 6, Foreman et al teaches the computerized method of claim 1 . 
However Foreman et al. doesn't teach further comprising: receiving compensation from a 
client. Danial teaches a method comprising: receiving compensation from a client (col 
11, lines 10-30). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
include Danial's teaching with Foreman et al.'s method in order to provide sufficient cost 
for shopping and other cost relating to the service. 

As per claim 19, which is dependent on claim 14, it is of the same scope as claim 
6. (see rejection above) 

As per claim 28, which is dependent on claim 23, it is of the same scope as claim 
6. (see rejection above) 

As per claim 41, which is dependent on claim 38, it is of the same scope as claim 
6. (see rejection above) 
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Response to Argument 

Applicant's arguments filed on 9/2/03 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments include the following: 

A) Foreman doesn't not teach or disclose organizing a plurality of presentation images in 
a visual presentation mehide s modifying inconsistent presentation attributes. 
Examiner disagrees. 

A) Foreman allows the user to trim the edges of the transitional frames in order to have a 
smooth and consistent presentation (col. 11, lines 60-68, col. 12, lines 1-10) 

Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (703) 305-7615. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 



KRISTINE KINCAID 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



Peng Ke 



